Editor 11/11/05 

News-Post 

Frederick, lid. 21701 
Dear Editor, 

The laboring mountain of Hoy Heacham's ego has finally delivered itself of 
a mouse of self-condemnation. He labored a month before pretending to respond to 
my letter critical of his "Yellow Journalism" column and then, with timing the 
very perfection of ineptitude, it appeared the very day the issuance of a warrant 
for the mastermind terrorist he defended was announeed. Of course, from his attempt 
at self-defense in his "We get letters" column you'd never know that he in effect 
did defend the chief terrorist Abbas. Nor, for that mutter, would you from his 
supposed response have the vaguest idea of what I did write. Not a word of it is in 
his newest scri vexing. Instead there is misrepresentation - knowing and deliberate 
misrepresentation - and a futile attempt to cloak himself in the mantle of American 
journalism and a false claim to his adherence to its noble traditions. 

According to I-lSch&i, all criticisms of his columns, particularly mine, are 
personal, as mine was not. "Name-calling comes with the territory," he pontifi- 
cates. And, according to him, without a single reference to what I actually wrote, 

"any misrepresentation repeated frequently enough becomes accepted §pt/the truth." 

This, he says, is the pattern of the critical letters, including mine. 

Before he dares say that I misrepresented, he ought, in self-respect if not 
out of the tender concern he pretends for the minds of the readers, be specific. 

Beclzae he cannot be, he indulges in a blend of the more conspicuous faults of 
HonaJdH^gan and Richard Nixon: no mutter how wrong he is, someone else made the 
error; and instead of responding, he attacks his critics. 

I criticized tieacham for not being factual and for being irresponsible. He 
does not defend himself with quotations from the column I addressed or from my 
letter for, indeed, he cannot. Inseajtd he quotes an entirely different column and 
says his critics "may call me names." He knows very well that I didn't. 

Hi 3 and the "old-fashioned journalism's" code is "to consider sacred the 

trust reposed by the people in their newspapers /" His manifestation of this is to 
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misrepresent again and to impose further upon "the twririr trust iiposed by the 
people." He does this by deliberate n^representation of what I wrote on the 
subject of his "Yellow Journalism" column ^in which he could not even define the 
phrase correctly) and by plain falsehood in now telling hi3 readers t^at I 
called him names. 

I don't know how old i^eacham is of what his journalistic credentials are fcg lyu^t 
I am past three score and ten and my reporting goes back to 1930. I don't know 
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how many words he has published, but I doubt if he has a better record than mine, 
one of more than a million published words in seven books on highly controversial 
materials without a single significant error being called to my attention and 
without a single letter claiming that I had been unfair in a nyft way. 

The one point at which Weacham protends to come even close to what I wrote 
about his column emerged in the paper as gibberish: "The thrust of that piece 
lay in my assertion that howling criticism of the media for its coverage of the 
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defected reporting oh the Achille Luuro." It is bad enough to pretend 
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that the (unprecedented jeopardfiflTfb hundreds of innocents^ and/oncredibly 

cold-blooded murder of an aged and crippled American is "yellow journalism*'^ w k t ‘ii 
the actual thrust of his column in question, but it is indecent to continue to 
pretend that it was not a legitimate major news story or that it was not worthy of 
the considerable attention it received in all the media* 

Perhaps if Meacham did not try to write bo much and spent a little more time 
thinking about what he writes and some time getting as close to the facts as a 
garlic waved over the stew he'd get less criticism and his readers and his claimed 
devotian to the traditions of American journalism would be better served. 

I think he'd serve himself and particularly his per sgfiy. and his journalistic 
integrity better if he confronted the factual record and didn't indulge in the namep 
calling he attributes to others. A little humility and less pretense of omniscience 
wouldn't hurt a bit, either* 

He claims concern over the truly dangerous situation in the middle-east. I do 
hope that before he pretends further omniscience in that complicated area he does 
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try to learn more about the actualities, historical, recent and presentee ' U do 
neither his reputation nor hi3 readers any good. 

The major media and the jpovernment are only too often justly criticized and 
I've done at least one man's al&e of that* But neither the government nor the major 
media ought be criticized injus^ly, and that is what /‘/eacham did in the column I 
addressed. If he still insists he is right and I am wrong, then I invoke another 
ancient and honored tradition, stick to the facts. If he claims I erred, then let 
him specify, with direct quotation. He demeans himself when instead he prates that 
"Name-calling comes with the territory," with vague and untruthful allegations of 
"misrepresentation" and with his own quotation of the wronir one of his columns, 
not the one I addressed. 

Sinoerely, 
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Harold Weisberg/ 

7627 Old Receiver Road 



